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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6-10, 12, 14, 16-22, 24, and 26-28 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Shapira (US 5,086,394). 

Regarding claim 1, Shapira (figures 1 and 6) discloses in a data communications 
network having a plurality of mobile personal inform devices (14) and at least one server 
computer (12), a method of providing a place-and-people based information service run 
on the at least one server computer to users operating the mobile personal information 
devices, comprising: defining for a user of the information service a list of people 
(column 5, lines 9-40); receiving reports of locations of the mobile personal information 
devices operated by the user and by the listed people (column 5, lines 41-64); 
determining based on the reported locations which of the listed people are within a 
specified proximity of the user (column 5, line 65 - column 6, line 11); and transmitting 
information identifying which of the listed people are within the specified proximity of the 
user to the user's mobile personal information device (column 6, lines 12-33). 

Regarding claim 2, Shapira discloses the method of claim 1 further comprising 
transmitting the information in response to a search request submitted by the user 
(column 5, lines 51-57). 
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Regarding claim 3, Shapira discloses the method of claim 1 further comprising: 
detecting that the determination of which of the listed people are within a specified 
proximity of the user has changed as a result of any of the reports of locations; and 
transmitting the information in response to the detecting (column 10, lines 55-60). 

Regarding claim 4, Shapira discloses the method of claim 1 wherein the specified 
proximity is user controlled via setting a user-specified proximity parameter (column 6, 
lines 52-59). 

Regarding claim 6, Shapira discloses the method of claim 1 further comprising: 
user-controllably setting a notification enabling parameter to disable the transmitting the 
information to the user's mobile personal information device (see figure 4a, on/off switch 
46). 

Regarding claim 7, Shapira discloses defining for the user a plurality of groups of 
the listed people; designating for the user to receive the information of a subset of the 
groups; and excluding those of the listed people not in the designated subset from 
identification in the transmitted information (column 5, lines 58-64). 

Regarding claim 8, Shapira (figures 1, 2 and 6) discloses a place-specific buddy 
list service system operated on server computers of a distributed data communications 
network for access from personal data communications computers, the system 
comprising: a database maintaining a people/place state for a user of the service (12), 
the people/place state enumerating at least one group of people also using the service 
and locations of such people (14) (column 5, lines 9-40); a people location tracker 
operating responsive to reports of the location of the people to update the people/place 
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state (column 5, lines 41-64); and an inference engine operating to process the 
people/place state to infer which of the people are in the user's proximity (column 5, line 
65 - column 6, line 1 1 ), and to generate a notification for the user having information 
identifying the people inferred to be in the user's proximity (column 6, lines 12-33). 

Regarding claim 9, Shapira discloses the system of claim 8 further comprising an 
eventing engine operating responsive to a change in the people/place state to cause the 
inference engine to process the inference and generate the notification (column 10, 
lines 55-60). 

Regarding claim 10, Shapira discloses the system of claim 8 further comprising a 
search engine operating responsive to a user-initiated search request to cause the 
inference engine to process the inference and to cause the notifier to generate the 
notification (column 5, lines 51-57). 

Regarding claim 12, Shapira discloses the system of claim 8 wherein the 
inference engine infers which people are in the user's proximity and generates the 
notification in accordance with a set of parameters, including a proximity scope 
parameter to control a scope within which the people are considered to be in the user's 
proximity (column 6, lines 52-59). 

Regarding claim 14, Shapira discloses the system of claim 8 wherein the 
inference engine infers which people are in the user's proximity and generates the 
notification in accordance with a set of parameters, the inference engine responding to 
user selection of one of a plurality of user-defined modes specifying settings of the 
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parameters to apply the parameter settings specified in the user-selected mode (column 
6, lines 52-59). 

Regarding claims 16 and 17, Shapira discloses the inference engine to infer 
which people are in the user's proximity and generates the notification in accordance 
with the value of at least one of the parameters varying by place or time (column 5, lines 
51-57). 

Regarding claim 18, Shapira (figures 1 , 2 and 6) discloses a computer-readable 
medium having programming carried thereon of an information service providing 
notifications as to proximity of listed persons, the carried programming comprising: 
program code operating responsive to user control to manage a listing of persons 
(column 5, lines 9-40); program code operating responsive to place-detecting 
equipment to track locations of the user and the listed persons (column 5, lines 41-64); 
program code operating to process the tracked locations and identify those of the listed 
persons whose locations correlate with that of the user in accordance with settings of a 
plurality of parameters (column 5, line 65 - column 6, line 11); and program code 
operating to provide information of the identified persons to the user (column 6, lines 12- 
33). 

Regarding claims 1 9-21 , Shapira discloses program code operating to apply 
parameter settings specified to a place, an activity, or per a time schedule (column 5, 
lines 51-64). 

Regarding claim 22, Shapira discloses defining for the user a plurality of groups 
of the listed people; designating for the user to receive the information of a subset of the 
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groups; and excluding those of the listed people not in the designated subset from 
identification in the transmitted information (column 5, lines 58-64). 

Regarding claim 24, Shapira (figures 1, 2 and 6) discloses a method of facilitating 
group communications, comprising: storing data defining a group of persons and their 
locations (column 5, lines 9-40); continually updating the data with persons' current 
locations (column 5, lines 41-64); continually processing the data to identify at least one 
subset of the group whose locations correlate to within a given proximity (column 5, line 
65 - column 6, line 1 1 ); providing notifications to those, in the at least one subset, the 
notifications including a reference to a group communications medium session for use 
by an individual in the at least one subset to establish a connection to the session 
(column 6, lines 12-33). 

Regarding claims 26-28, Shapira discloses the specified proximity is a 
hierarchical proximity, a specified venue, or traveling to a common destination (column 
5, line 65 - column 6, line 1 1 ). 

3. Claims 31-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Tendler(US 6,519,463). 

Regarding claim 31, Tendler (figure 1) discloses in a data communications 
network having a plurality of mobile personal inform devices (10) and at least one server 
computer (50), a method of providing a resource information service run on the at least 
one server computer to users operating the mobile personal information devices, 
comprising: defining for a user of the information service a list of resource (column 1 , 
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lines 52- 55); receiving reports of locations of the listed resources and a mobile personal 
information device operated by the user (column 1, lines 55-63); determining based at 
least in part on the reported locations which of the listed resources are within a specified 
proximity (nearest) of the user (column 1 , lines 55-63) wherein the determining is 
performed by an inference engine (column 5, line 44-58); and transmitting information 
identifying which of the listed resources are within the specified proximity of the user to 
the user's mobile personal information device (column 1, lines 55-63; column 2, lines 9- 
18), wherein the resources are resources other than people (column 2, lines 5-8). 

Regarding claim 32, Tendler discloses transmitting the information in response to 
a search request submitted by the user (column 1 , lines 52-55). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shapira 
in view of Tendler. 

Regarding claim 13, Shapira does not disclose the inference engine further 
operates to infer resources other than the people are in the user's proximity, and to 
include information of such resources in the notification. However, Tendler discloses 
requesting resources other than people in the user's proximity (nearest to the user) and 
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including information of such resources in the notification (column 1, lines 52-64; and 
column 5, line 55-58). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to adapt the teaching of Tendler to 
Shapira for providing information of the requested resources in the user's proximity to 
the user. 

6. Claims 25 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shapira. 

Regarding claim 25, Shapira discloses the specified proximity is a specific 
geographic area (column 5, line 65 - column 6, line 1 1 ), therefore, it would be obvious 
for the specified proximity is a measure of distance from the user so that the user can 
arrange to meet that person of the same interests. 

Regarding claim 30, Shapira discloses at least one of the plurality of user-defined 
modes is selected with the same personal interests (column 5, lines 51-64), therefore, it 
would be obvious that the at least one of the plurality of user-defined modes in the 
method of Shapira is selected by the system based on observation of user behavior in 
order to selected people to match the use's interest. 

7. Claim 33-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tendler. 

Regarding claims 33-35, Tendler discloses the method of claim 31, and it would 
be obvious for the user to set a user-specified proximity parameter of the resource, 
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wherein the specified proximity is measured in a multi-dimensional space comprises a 
physical location dimension and a non-physical-location dimension when the user ask 
for the resource (column 1 , line 64 - column 2, line 18) so that the user can manage to 
get to the resource. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 5, 1 1 , 15, 23, and 29 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Regarding claims 5, 1 1, 15, 23, and 29, Shapira fails to disclose maintaining 
visibility parameters per each of the listed people; and omitting to identify those of the 
listed people whose visibility parameter is set to not visible from the transmitted 
information. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments, see pages 9-10, filed 07/15/2004, with respect to the 
rejection(s)of claim(s) 1-4, 6, 8-10, 12, 14, 18, 24, and 25 under 35 USC 102(e), and 
claims 7 and 22 under 35 USC 103 (a) have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a 
new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Shapira (US 5,086,394). 

1 0. Applicant's arguments filed 07/1 5/2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive with respect to the rejections of claims 31-33. 
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Regarding claim 31 , Applicant argues that Tendler fails to disclose "determining 
based at least in part on the reported locations which of the listed resources are within a 
specified proximity of the user, wherein the determining is performed by an inference 
engine". However, the examiner does not agree with the Applicant. Tendler discloses 
determining based at least in part on the reported locations which of the listed resources 
are within a specified proximity (nearest) of the user (column 1 , lines 55-63) wherein the 
determining is performed by an inference engine (column 5, line 44-58, wherein the unit 
70 of figure 1 read on the inference engine which accesses a database 68 contains 
location of the service provider and correlates with the position of the cellular phone). 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicants disclosure. 

Sasaki (US 5,926,765) disclose a mobile telephone system for determining a 
position of a mobile telephone. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quochien B Vuong whose telephone number is (703) 
306-4530. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30-18:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Urban can be reached on (703) 305-4385. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




QUOCHIENB.VUONG 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 

Quochien B. Vuong 
Jan. 19, 2005. 



